APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 4/99 c 5 /3 D

IMPORTANT: Please consult the "Instructons for Completing the Project Application”
for assistance in completion of this form.

SUBDIVISION: WHITEWATER TOWNSHIP CODE # p61-.84938
DISTRICT NUMBER: 2 COUNTY: HAMILTON DATE 9 22/ 99
CONTACT: DONALD M. ANDERsoﬁ PHONE # (513 ) 367-5522 (THE PROJECT

CONTACT PERSON SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WHO WILL BE AVAILAHLE DURING BUSINESS HOURS AND WHO CAN BEST ANSWER OR
COORDINATE THE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS)

FAX: (513 ) 367-6622 E-MAIL

PROJECT NAME: LUTHER LANE DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT

SUBDIVISION TYPE FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE
{Check Only 1} (Check All Requested & Enter Atnigunt) (Check Largest Component}
__1.County x 1. Grant $136,000.00 X 1.Road
__2.City __2.loan $ * 2 Bridge/Culvert
X_ 3.Township __ 3. Loan Assistance$ __3.Water Supply
__ 4.Village __ 4 Wastewater
__5.Water/Sanitary District __ 5.50lid Waste
(Section 6119 or 6117 O.R.C.) __ 6.Stormwater

$ 170.000.00 -$ 136,000.00

UNDING REQUESTED

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

GRANT: $ 136,000.00 LOAN ASSISTANCE: $

SCIP LOAN: $ RATE: % TERM: VIS,

RLP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: VIS.

(Check Ounly 1)

X State Capital Improvement Program ___Small Governument Prograin

__Local Transportation Improvements Program

PROJECT NUMBER: C /C APPROVED FUNDING: $
Local Participation Y% Loan Interest Rate: __ %
OPWC Participatiocn % Loan Term: years
Project Release Date: Maturity Date:
OPWC Approval: Date Approved:

SCIP Loan_______ RLP Loan




1.0

1.1

a.)

b.)

c.)

d.)

f.)

)

*List Additional Engineering Services here:

PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS:
(Round to Nearest Dollar)

Basic Engineering Services:

Preliminary Design $

Final Design $

Bidding 3

Construction Phase $

Additional Engineering Services

*Identify services and costs below.

Acquisition Expenses:
Land and/or Right of Way
Construction Costs:

Equipment Purchased Directly:

Permits, Advertising, Legal:

(Or Interest Costs for Loan Assistance

Applications Only)

Construction Contingencies:

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS:

Service:

TOTAL DOLLARS

3 .00
$ .00
$ .00
$ 170,000 .00
3 .00
$ .00
$ .00
¢ 170,000 00
Cost:

Force Account
Daollars



1.2

a.)

b.)

d.)

1.3

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

(Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

DOLLARS %%

Local In-Kind Contributions 3 .00
Local Revenues $ 34,000 .00 20
Other Public Revenues

ODOT % .00

Rural Development $ .00

QEPA $ .00

OWDA $ .00 R

CDBG g .00

OTHER 3 .00
SUBTOTAL LOCAL RESOURCES: $ 34,000 .00 20
OPWC Funds
1. Grant $ 136,000 .00 80
2. Loan 3 .00
3. Loan Assistance 3 .00
SUBTOTAL OPWC FUNDS: $ 136,000 .00 80
TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES: $ 170,000 .00 100%

AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

Attach a statement signed by the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2
certifying all local share funds required for the project will be available on or
before the earliest date listed in the Project Schedule section.

ODOT PID# Sale Date:
STATUS: (Check one)

Traditional

Local Planning Agency (LPA)

State Infrastructure Bank

> ]



2.0

2.1

2.2

PROJECT INFORMATION

If the project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

PROJECT NAME: LUTHER LANE DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through C):

A: SPECIFIC LOCATION:

THE PROJECT IS LOCATED ON LUTHER LANE IN WHITEWATER TOWNSHIP.
THE CONSTRUCTION LIMITES ARE AS FOLLOWS: APPROXIMATELY 300 FEET
FROM THE TERMINUS OF LUTHER LANE WEST TOWARDS MORGAN ROAD
( INCLUDING CUL_DE_SAC). PLEASE SEE ATTACHED LOCATION MAP. .

PROJECT ZIP CODE:_45002

: PROJECT COMPONENTS:
EXCAVATION FOR ROADWAY UPGRADE,AS PER PLAN
REPLACE DETERIORATED AND UNDERSIZED CULVERTS,MANHOLES AND
CATCH BASINS.
INSTALL HEADWALLS FOR CULVERTS
INSTALL BASE FOR ROADWAY AND DRIVEWAY REPAIRES.
RESURFACE INTIRE CONSTUCTION LIMITS WITH ASPHALTIC CONCRETE
EROSION CONTROL 7.) INSTALL GAURDRAIL 8.) SEED AND STRAW PER PLAN

C: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS:

CUL-DE-SAC WILL BE 100 FEET IN DIAMITER. PROJECTS LENGTH IS
APPROXTIMATELY 300 LF.

N =
N
o s [

[« W RN T
et Y St St

D: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:
Detail current service capacity versus proposed service level.

THIS PROJECT HAS ADT OF LESS THAN 4,000. { please see attached
documentation) .

Road or Bridge: Current ADT Year: Projected ADT: Year:

Water/Wastewater: Based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per household, attach
current rate ordinance. Current Residential Rate:§ Proposed Rate: $

Stormwater: Number of households served:
2.3 USEFUL LIFE/COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life: 20 Years.

Aitach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and
signature confirming the project's useful life indicated above and estimated
cost. 4




3.0 RBPAIR/BEPLACENEINT OF NBVV/ LACANOLUIN,

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $_170,000.00

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION $

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE:*

BEGIN DATE END DATE
4.1 Engineering/Design: 1/1/ 2000 11/30/ 2000
4.2 Bid Advertisement and Award: 12 A /2000 12 ,30/2000
4.3 Construction: 1./ /~0o01 12 31 /2001
4.4 Right-of-Way/Land Acquisition: [/ [/

* Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved
projects. Modification of dates must be requested in writing by the CEO of record and
approved by the commission once the Project Agreement has been executed. The project
schedule should be planned around receiving a Project Agreement on or about July 1st

5.0 PROJECT OFFICIALS:

5.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER DONALD M. ANDERSON
TITLE PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR
STREET 11019 GAINES ST.

NORTH_ BEND, OHIO 45052
CITY/ZIP
PHONE (513 )_353 - 1401
FAX (513 ) 367 - 6622
E-MAIL

5.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL QOFFICER CLIFFORD C. _ RINK
TITLE _TOWNSHTIP CLERK
STREET 6101 DRY FORK ROAD

CLEVES, OHIO 45002
CITY/ZIP
PHONE (513 )__367 - 5522
FAX (513 )_367 - 6622
E-MAIL

5.3 PROJECT MANAGER DONALD M. ANDERSON
TITLE _ PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR =
STREET §101 DRY FORE ROAD

CLEVES, QHIO 45002
CITY/ZIP
PHONE (513 )_367 - 5522
FAX (513 )_367 -_6622
E-MAIL

Changes in Project Officials must be submitted in writing from the CEO.

5



6.0 ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:
Confirm in the blocks [ ] below that each item listed is attached.

[ \/] A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a
designated official to sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual

should sign under 7.0, Applicant Certification, below.

[ \/} A certification signed by the applicant's chief financial officer stating all local share funds
required for the project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule
section. If the application involves a request for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by
the CFO which identifies a specific revenue source for repaying the loan also must be
attached. Both certifications can he accomplished in the same letter.

[ /] A registered professional engineer's detailed cost estimate and useful life statement, as
required in 164-1-13, 164-1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates

shall contain an engineer's original seal or stamp and signature.

[‘J/ﬁ ] A cooperation agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivision or district) which
identifies the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant.

[%] Projects which include new and expansion components and potentially affect productive
farmland should include a statement evaluating the potential impact. If there is a potential
impact, the Governor’s Executive Order 98-VII and the OPWC Farmland Preservation Review

Advisory apply.
[ l/ ] Capital Improvements Report: (Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form)

[ /] Supporting Documentation: Materials such as additional project description
economic impact (temporary and/or full time jobs likely to be created as a result of the
project), accident reports, impact on school zones, and other information to assist your

district committee in ranking your project. Be sure to include supplemer hich may be
required by your local District Public Works Integrating Commititee. w
7.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies: (1) he/she is legally authorized to request and accept financial assistance
from the Ohio Public Works Commission as identified in the attached legislation; (2) to the best of
his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of this application are true and
correct; (3) all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of this application
have been duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) should the requested
financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant will comply with
all assurances required by Ohio Law, including those invoiving Buy Ohio and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has
NOT begun, and will not begin until a Project Agreement for this project has been executed with
the Ohio Public Works Commission. Action to the contrary will resuit in termination of the
agreement and withdrawal of Ohio Public Works Commission funding from the project.

DONALD M. ANDERSON —— PUBLIC WORKS DIRECTOR

Certifying Representative {(Type or Print Name and Title)

@Mmfﬁmbm / Xﬁﬂiﬁ,@/??q

Original Signature/Date Signed

v}



Qounty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER
700 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202-1237

PHONE (513 044250 FANXN (5130 D4h-A2HS

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Chio Administrative
Code, I hereby certify that the Luther Road project will have a
useful 1ife of at least 20 vears.

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on current
unit price experience and is subject to adjustment upon completion
of detailed plans and receipt of an acceptable propeosal by a

cqualified contractor.
%%WM

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW/ P.E., -
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER




PROJECT : LUTHER LANE DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT
ENG. EST.: $170,000.00

ROADWAY ITEMS

REF ITEM

NO NO.

D @~y @ oth AW N

W A M A A M A
SEXNIBYYRNYBAIIa a2

201
201
202
202
203
203
207
3o
301
304
304
402
404
404
452
601
603
603
503
603
604
604
604
604
604
604
806
614
659
SPL

DESCRIFTION

CLEARING & GRUBBING
TREES REMOVED

ASPHALT DRIVEWAY REMOVED

CONCRETE DRIVEWAY REMOVED
EXCAVATION, NOT INCL. EMBANKMENT
EMBANKMENT

SILT & SEDIMENT CONTROL

BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASEM (8")
BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE (DRIVES) (6"
AGGREGATE BASE (6")

AGGREGATE BASE (4" (DRIVEWAYS)
ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20

ASPHALT CONGRETE, AC-20, AS PER PLAN

ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20, AS PER PLAN- DR.

PPCCP - 7"

ROCK CHANNEL PROTECTION, TYPE A
15" CONDUIT, TYPE B

54" CONDUIT, TYPEC

66" CONDUIT, TYPE B

84" CONDUIT, TYPEC

MANHOLE, NQ. 3

CATCH BASIN, CB-2-3

HW-3 HEADWALL FOR 18" CULVERT
HW-3 HEADWALL FOR 54" CULVERT
HW-3 HEADWALL FOR 66" CULVERT
HW.-3 HEADWALL FOR 84" CULVERT
GUARDRAIL, TYPE 5

MAINTAINING TRAFFIC

SEEDING & MULCHING INCL. COMM FERT.
SUPPLEMENTALS

UNIT

LS
EA
8Y
SY
cy
cY
LS
CY
cy
CY
cy
cY
cYy
cY
sY
cY
LF
LF
LF
LF
EA
EA
EA
EA
EA

LF
LS
5Y
LS

QUANT

10
340
160
500
100

280
25
225
17
50
48

100
70
72

110

[9)]
£ -~
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o

-

ENGINEER'S
ESTIMATE

UNIT

$5,000.00
$500.00
$8.00
$10.00
$10.00
$20.00
$3,000.00
$62.00
$62.00
$20.00
$20.00
$68.00
$68.00
565.00
$50.00
$50.00
$35.00
$210.00
$320.00
$400.00
$5,000.00
$1,500.00
$2,000.00
$3,500.00
$4,000.00
$5,000.00
$40.00
$2,000.00
$3.00
$24,611.00

TOTALS

TOTAL

$5,000.00
$5,000.00
$2,720.00
$1,600.00
$5,000.00
$2,000.00
$3,000.00
§17,360.00
$1,550.00
£4,500.00
$340.00
£3,400.00
$3,264.00
$455.00
£5,000.00
$3,500.00
$2,520.00
$23,100.00
$23,680.00
$4,000.00
$5,000.00
$1,500.00
$2,000.00
$3,500.00
$4,000.00
$5,000.00
$2,400.00
$2,000.00
$3,000.00
$24,611.00

$170,000.00



Whitewater Township
Trustees

SEPTEMBER 22,1999

PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT THE FUNDING FOR OUR SHARE OF THE
ISSUE II MONIES WILL BE AVAILABLE IN THE MOTOR VEHICLE
PERMISSIVE FUND AT THE TIME WHEN THE PROJECT ON LUTHER

LANE IS APPROVED.
Lt e

-
CLI{FORD C. RONK —-—_ CLERK

Ph. (513) 367-5522 < P.O. Box 554 Miamitown, Ohio 45041 « Fax (513) 367-6622



Whitewater Township

Trustees
RESOLUTION/ - 99

BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF WHITEWATER
TOWNSHIP APPOINT DONALD M. ANDERSON AS DESIGNATED
OFFICIAL TO EXECUTE AND SUBMIT THE APPLICATION FOR ISSUE II
MONIES.

SIGNED AND AUTHORIZED THIS df &r/ DAY OF SEPTEMBER , 1999

Ph. (513)367-5522 = P.O. Box 554 Miamitown, Ohio 45041 « Fax (513) 367-6622



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Program Year 2000 (July 1, 2000 through June 30, 2001), jurisdictions shall provide the
following support information to help determine which projects will be funded. Information
on this form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound engineering principles.
Documentation to substantiate the individual items may be required by the Support Staff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded?
For bridges, submit a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor Xxxx
Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present facility such as:
inadequate load capacity (bridge); surface type and width; number of lanes; structural
condition; substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight
distances, drainage structures, or inadequate service capacity. If known, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

INADEQUATE SIZE CULVERTS TO CARRY STORM WATER TO THE CREEK CHANNEL,

0 ‘ AUSES
WATER TO BACK UP. THESE STRUCTURES WERE PUT IN ABOUT 25 to 30 years
AGU.THIS CU-DE-SAC HAS BEEN UNDER WATER 6 to 7 TIMES SINCE 1992 and
HAS CAUSED EXTENSIVE DAMAGE TO PRCPERTY. ALSO THE CUL-DE-SAC IS NOT
OF A STANDARD DESIGN TO ALLOW VEHICLES TQO TURN AROUND SAFELY.

2) If State Capital Improvement Program funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or
months) after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for Juiy 1,
2000} would the project be under contract? The Support Staff will be reviewing status
reports of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a particular jurisdiction’s
anticipated project scheduie.

6 weeks(CircIe one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed?( Yes jNo

Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes @

Are all right-of-way and easements acquired?* Yes No
*Please answer the following if applicable:

No. of parcels nesded for project: Of these, how many are Takes ;
Temporary Permanent

On a separate sheet, explain the status of the ROW acguisition process of this project
for any parcels not yet acquired.

Are all utility coordination’s completed? YesNIA

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or menths, to complete any item above not yet
completed, 2 week

Page 1



3)

4)

5}

How will the proposed project affect the general health and safety of the service area?

(Typical examples may include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,

emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user benefits, commerce,

and highway capacity.) Please be specific and provide documentation if necessary to

substantiate the data.

Y THIS CUL-DE-SAC GETS COVERED WITH WATER BECAUSE THE DRAINAGE
CULVERTS ARE NOT SIZED PROPERLY. RESIDENTS CANNOT GET IN OR OUT OF

THEIR HOMES. THAT ALLSO MEANS THAT EMERGENCY EOUGTPMENT TS NOT ABLE
TO GET TO THE HOMES. FIVE FAMILIES ARE CUT OFF FROM EVERYTHING
WHEN THIS UAPPENS. YOU CANNOT TURN A VEHICLE AROUND SAFELY. THE
MAIL, PERSON CANNOT DELEIVER MAIL. CHILDREN ARE IN DANGER WHEN
DROPPED OFF FROM SCHOOT, BY THE BUS., OR WALRING IN FROM MORGAN RD.
BECAUSE THE SCHOCL BUS CANNOT GET TO THE END OF THE STREET AND
TURN_AROUND SAFELY.

What types of funds and what percent of the project cost are to be utilized for
matching funds for this project ?

Federal % ODOT % Local XXX 20 %
MRF % owbDA % CDBG %
Cther %

Note: If MRF funds are being used for matching funds, the MRF application must have
been filed by August 6, 1992 for this project with the Hamiiton County Engineer's
Office.

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a
ban of the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples
include weight limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance of
building permits.) A copy of the approved [egislation must be submitted with the
application. THE BAN MUST HAVE BEEN CAUSED BY A
STRUCTURAL/OPERATIONAL PROBLEM TO BE VALID.

Complete Ban Other Ban

(specify)
No Ban XXX

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No

Page 2



What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a result of the proposed
project?

ADT = 20 X 1.20 = 30 users/day

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily Traffic by 1.20.
For public transit, submit documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use documented traffic counts
prior to the restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other
related facilities, multiply the number of households in the service area by 4.

Has the jurisdiction prioritized PY 2000 applications from one through five? (See
attached sheet to list projects.)

Yes X No

Give a brief statement conceming the regional significance of the infrastructure to be
replaced, repaired, or expanded.

THIS EFFECTS A PIN POINTED AREA AT THE END OF LUTHER_LANE _WITH
FIVE FAMILIES. THE PROJECT WILL ELIMINATE THE LOCAL DRAINAGE PROBLEMS
THAT HAS ACCURED WITH REGULARITY SINCE 1992

For roadway betterment projects, provide the existing and proposad Level of Service
(LOS) of the faciiity using the methodology outlined within AASHTO'S "Geometric
Design of Highways and Streets” and the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual.

Existing LOS Proposed LOS

If the proposed LOS is not "C" or better, explain why LOS "C” cannot be achieved.
{(Attach separate sheets if necessary.)

N/,
/F

How will the proposed project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards?

IT WILL ELIMINATE THE BACK UP OF WATER THAT ACCURES DURING
A STORM AND KEEP THE CUL-DE-SAC AND ROADWAY OPEN FOR THE RESIDENTS
AND EMERGENCY VEHICLES,ETC.

Page 3



10) Will the proposed project generate user fees or assessments?

Yes _ No xxxx

If yes, what user fees and/or assessments will be utilized?

11) How will the proposed project enhance economic growth? (Please be specific)

IN MY OPINOIN IT WILL NOT HAVE AN EFFECT. IT WILL JUST FIX
A BAD PROBLEM.

12) What fees, levies or taxes pertains to the proposed project? (Note: lfem must be
related to the type of infrastructure applied for. Example: a road improvement
project may not count fees to water customers for points, or vice-versa)

WE HAVE TN PLACE A $5.00 licence plate fee in our
township.

Page 4



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

PRIORITY LIST OF PROJECTS

PROGRAM YEAR 2000
ROUND 14

Name of Jurisdiction: ___ WHITEWATER TOWNSHIP

Please supply the Integrating Committee a listing, /in order of priority, of all projects
applied for in this round of funding. A maximum of five projects may be listed for the
purpose of assigning priority.

Priority Name of Project (as listed on the application)

j#iq *+x%++ LOUTHER LANE DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT ##***%xaxtxxx2d:

(8]

Page 5
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SCIF/LTIP FROGRAM
ROUND 14 - PROGRAM YEAR 2000
FROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 2000 TO JUNE 30, 2001

NAME OF APPLICANT: }(,//9‘/ 7 E KT 7%//9.

NAME OF PROJECT: éc}Tzﬁ’E/E 45‘7{/5 Dzzf}//w'ﬂofé‘“

SCIP LTIP
FIELD SCORE: _ 2 22 FiELD score.__ 7
APPEAL SCORE: APPEAL SCORE:
FINAL SCORE: FINAL SCORE:
NOTE: See the attached “Addendum To The Rating System” for definitions,

1)

2)

3}

4)

explanations and clarifications to each of the criterion points of this rating
system.

What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be repiaced or repaired?

SPI ”\_,p_ab Udeﬂr"-""ﬁ&Q J.qJ

25 - Failed head ol s scp 2o x5 = _f0o
23 - Critical me{

20 - Very Poor LTiP, 20 x A= _25
17 - Poor Tremat et Bao

15 - Moderately Poor
10 - Moderately Fair
f - Fair Condition

0 - Good or Better

How important is the project to the safety of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service
area? Lloods- B deermubiis cov ohp

25 - Highly significant importance SCIP. ____I_i X 1 = __’_5__-___
20 - Considerably significant importance
15 - Moderate importance LTIP / X A= __é‘_‘?___

10 - Minimal importance
G - No measurable impact

How important is the project to the heaith of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service
area?  flopd,

25 - Highly significant importance scip 0 X 1 = _I0
20 - Considerably significant importance
156 - Moderate importance LTIP /O 4 D = 0

10 - Minimal importance
0 -No measurable impact

Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?
Note: Jurisdiction’s priority listing (part of the Additional Support Information) must be filed with application(s).

25 - First priority project SCIP_ _;__5 X 3 = ___’_Z;?____
20 - Second priority project =
15 Third priority project LTIP 25 X = lb___

10 - Fourth priority project
5 - Fifth priority project or lower



5) Will the comipleted project generate user fees or assessments?

scp [0 x 5 = 50

10 - No
0 -Yes LTIP Lo X 0 = O
&) Economic Growth — How the completed project will enhance economic growth (See definitions).
10 - The project will directly secure significant new employers SCIP 0 X 0 = %
7 - The project will directly secure new employers O
§ —~ The project wiil secure new employers LTIP D x4

3 — The project will permit more development
0 — The project will not impact development

7) Matching Funds - LOCAL

10 - This project is a loan or credit enhancement scp f x5 = 2O
10 - 50% or higher A
8 — 40% to 49.99% e T x_1 = _F

6 — 30% to 39.99%
4~ 20% to 29.99%
2 - 10% to 19.99%
0 - Less than 10%

8) Matching Funds - OTHER

10 — 50% or higher SCP. _© X 2 =©
8 — 40% to 49.99%
6 — 30% to 39.99% LTIP O x 5 =

4 — 20% to 29.99%
2-~10% to 19.99%
1-1% to 9.99%

0 - Less than 1%

9) Will the project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service
needs of the district? {See Addendum for definitions)
&
10 - Project design is for future demand. DM SCIP Q‘ <"X 0 =_
8 - Project design is for partial future demand. \ /@/ [é@) Lo
6 - Project design is for current demand.._-. LTIP / @x 10 =
. {

4 - Project design is for minimal increase in capacity.
2 - Project design is for no increase in capacity.

10) Ability to Proceed - If SCIF/LTIP funds are granted, when would the construction
contract be awarded? (See Addendum concerning delinquent projects)
cp > x5 = 25

TP S x5 = _ 2%

9]

-

5 - Will be under contract by December 31, 2000 and no delinquent projects in Rounds 11 & 12
3 - Will be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/or one delinguent project in Rounds 11 & 12

0 - Will not be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/or more than one delinquent project in Rounds 11 & 12

—_—ie



11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

Does the infrastructure have regional impact? Consider origination and destination of traffic, functional
ctlassifications, size of service area, number of jurisdictions served, etc. (See Addendum for definitions)
10 - Major impact SCIp - X0 =_(

8- =2
6 - Moderate impact P _ < x 1 =_<
4 -
2 - Minimal or no impact

What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points SCIP /

8 Paints [0
6 Points LTIP_

4 Points

2 Points

>
]
]

2

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a partial or complete
ban of the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved infrastructure?

O

10 - Complete ban, facility closed SCIP O X 2
8 — 80% reduction in legal load or 4 wheeled vehicles only
7 — Moratorium on future development, not functioning for current demand
6 — 60% reduction in legal load
§ - Moratorium on future development, functioning for current demand
4 — 40% reduction in legal load
2 — 20% reduction in legal load LTIP. ___O X2 = ._._H.___O
0 — Less than 20% reduction in legal load

What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

A
10 - 18,000 or more SCIP - X 2 = T
8 - 12,000 to 15,999
6 - 8,000 to 11,999 Ltip, =X 5 = _LC

4-4,000to 7,999
2 - 3,999 and under

Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or
dedicated tax for the pertinent infrastructure? (Provide certification of which fees have been enacted.)

5 - Two or more of the above scp > x 5 = Y
3 - One of the above -
0 - None of the above LTIP 2 x5 =38
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ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM

General Statement

Points awarded for all iterns will be based on engineering experience, field verification, application information and other
information supplied by the applicant, which is deemed to be relevant by the Support Staff. The examples listed below
are not a compilete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a given project.

Criterion 1 - Condition

Condition is based on the amount of deterioration thai is field verified or documented exclusive of capacity,
serviceability, or health and safety issues. Conditicn is rated only on the facility being repaired or abandoned.
(Documentation may include: ODOT BR86 reporis, pavement management condition reports, televised underground
system reports, age inventory reports, maintenance records, etc., and will only be considered if included in the original
apeplication.)

Note:

Definitions:

Failed Condition - requires complete reconstruction where no parnt of the existing facility is salvageable. (E.g.
Roads: complete reconstruction of roadway, curbs and base; Bridges: complete removal and replacement of
bridge; Underground: removal and replacement of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants:
completely non functioning and replacement parts are unavailabie.)

Critical Condition - requires moderate or partial reconstruction to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: reconstruction
of roadway/curbs can be saved; Bridges: removal and replacement of bridge with abutment modification;
Underground: removal and replacement of part of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants: some
non-functioning, others obsolete and repiacement parts are unavailable.)

Very Poor Condition - requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: extensive full depth,
partial depth and curb repair of a roadway with a structural overlay; Bridges: superstructure replacement;
Underground: repair of joints and/or minor replacement of pipe sections; Hydrants: non-functioning and
repiacement parts are available.)

Poor Condition - requires standard rehabilitation to maintain integrity (E.g. Roads: moderate full depth, partial
depth and curh repair to a roadway with no structural overlay needed ar structural overlay with minor repairs to a
roadway needed; Bridges: extensive patching of substructure and replacement of deck; Underground: insituform
or other in ground repairs; Hydrants: functional, but leaking and replacement pants are unavailabie.

Moderately Poor Condition - requires minor rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: minor full depth,
partial depth or curb repairs to a roadway with either a thin overlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: major
structural patching and/or major deck repair; Hydrants: functional and replacement parts are available.)
Moderately Fair Condition - requires extensive maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: thin or no
overlay with extensive crack sealing, minor partial depth and/or slurry or rejuvenation; Bridges: minor structurai
patching, deck repair, erosion control.)

Fair Condition - requires routine maintenance te maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: slumy seal, rejuvenation or
routine crack sealing to the roadway; Bridges: minor structural patching.)

Good or Better Condition - little to no maintenance required to maintain integrity.

If the infrastructure is in "good" or better condition, it will NOT be considered for SCIP/LTIP funding unless it is an
expansion Project that will improve serviceability.

Criterion 2 - Safety

Noie:

Definitions:

The design of the project is intended to reduce existing accident rate, promote safer conditions, and reduce the
danger of risk, liability or injury (e.g. widening existing roadway lanes to standard widths, adding lanes to a
roadway or bridge to increase capacity or alleviate congestion, replacing non functioning hydrants, increasing
capacity to a water system, etc. (Documentation required.)

Examples listed above are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this categary apply.



Criterion 3 — Health

Definitions:

The design of the project will improve the overali condition of the facility so as to reduce or eliminate potential for
disease, or correct concems regarding the environmental health of the area (e.g. improving or adding storm
drainage or sanitary facilities, replacing lead jointed water lines, etc.)

Nete: Examples listed abave are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is locked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

Criterion 4 — Jurisdiction’s Priority Listing
The jurisdiction shall submit a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on
the basis of most to least importance. The form is included in the Additional Support Informatian.

Criterion 5 — Generate Fees
Will the local jurisdiction assess fees for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is completed (example:
rates for water or sewer). The applying jurisdiction must submit documentation.

Criterion 6 — Economic Growth

Will the completed project enhance economic growth and/or development in the service area?

Definitions:

Directly secure significant new emplovers: The project is specifically designed to secure a particular
development/employer(s), which will add at least 100 or more new employees. The applicant agency must supply
specific details of the development, the employer(s), and number of new permanent employees.

Direcily secure new emplavers: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add
at least 50 new permanent employees. The applying agency must supply details of the development and the type and
number of new permanent employees.

Secure new emplovers: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add 10 or
mare new permanent employees. The applying agency must submit details.

Permit more development: The project is designed to permit additional business development. The applicant must
supply details.

The project will not impact development: The project will have no impact on business development.

Criterion 7 — Matching Funds - Local
The percentage of matching funds which come directly from the budget of the applying locai government.

Criterion 8 — Matching Funds - Other
The percentage of matching funds that come directly from outside funding sources.

Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems

The jurisdiction shall provide a narrative, along with pertinent suppert documentation, describing the existing deficiencies
and showing how congestion or hazards will be reduced or eliminated and how service will be improved to meet the
needs of any expected growth or development. A formal capacity analysis accompanying the application would be
beneficial. Projected traffic or demand should be calculated as follows:

Existina users x design year factor = projected users

Desian Year Desian year facior

Urban Suburban Rural
20 1.40 1.70 1.60
10 1.20 1.35 1.30

Definitions:

Future demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
for twenty-year projected demand or fully developed area conditions, Justification must be supplied if the area is already
largely developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.
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Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems - continued

Partial future demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or
service for ten-year projected demand or partiatly developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is
aiready largely developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.

Current demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
only for existing demand and conditions.

Minimal increase — Project will reduce but not eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide a minimal
but less than sufficient increase in existing capacity or service for existing demand and conditions.

No increase — Project will have no effect on existing congestion or deficiencies and provide no increase in capacity or
service for existing demand and conditions.

Criterion 10 - Ability to Proceed

The Support Staif will assign points based on enginesering experience and OPWC defined delinquent projects. A project
is considered delinguent when it has not received a notice to proceed within the time stated on the original application
and no time extension has been granted by the OPWC. A jurisdiction receiving approval for a project and subsequently
canceling the same after the bid date on the application may be considered as having a delinquent project.

Criterion 11 - Regional Impact
Definitions:

Major Impact - Roads: major multi-jurisdictional route, primary feed route to an Interstate, Federal Aid Primary
routes.

Moderate Impact - Roads: principal thoroughfares, Federal Aid Urban routes

Minimal / No Impact - Roads: cul-de-sacs, subdivision streets

Criterion 12 — Economic Health
The jurisdiction's economic health is predetermined by the District 2 Integrating Committee. The economic health of a
jurisdiction may periodically be adjusted when census and other budgetary data are updated.

Criterion 13 - Ban

The jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show that a facility ban or moratorium has been placed. The ban or
moratarium must have been caused by a structural or operational problem. Points will anly be awarded if the end result
of the project will cause the ban to be lifted.

Criterion 14 - Users

The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation. Appropriate documentation may include current traffic counts,
households served, when converted to a measuremeni of persons. Public transit users are permitted to be counted for
the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Criterion 15 - Fees, Levies, Etc.
The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show which fees, levies or taxes is dedicated toward the type of
infrastructure being applied for,



